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.. REMARKS ON A DISCUSSION OF CANADA'S WATER 
given by K.C.A. Dawson at the COMMITTEE FOR 
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WATER 


"Water is essential to life. Without it, neither man himsel f 
nor the animals, fish and plants upon which he depends for fea 
could survive." | 

The entire story of man could be written in terms of his need 
for fresh water, yet of the total estimated water of the earth, (326 
Merrion cliptc mice = 1°C.U.m. = "919 bri lion imp. gals.), only a 
ininute quantity, one hundredth of one per cent sustains the earth's 
population (33,400 cubic miles). The rest is not readily available ~ 
to man for it is either salt water, underground or in the form of 
“polar ice caps and glaciers. 

Modern society is utterly depended upon water, the average self- 
contained household uses 20 to 70 gallons a day for sdcnobereate the 
more industrially developed a city becomes, the more water iT Hoe. 
thus in the U.S. 1,400 gallons are used each day for every man, woman 
and child.> 

"An adequate supply of fresh water is vital to modern Canada. 
To day, more than ever, water is the key to Canada's development..."4 
In terms of fresh water, Canada is one cf the world's most fortunate 
countries. There are probably more lakes here than in any other 


country." 
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The question of the nase Canada's water became a popular issue 
following the North American Water and Power Alliance (N.A.W.A.P.A.) 
proposals in 1964. At a cost of approximately one hundred billion 
NPE the necessary facilities could be installed to redistribute 


continental waters.© This precipitated a number of other schemes which 


General McNaughton said of the plans "The promoters would dis~ 
place Canadian sovereignty over national waters of Canada and sub- 
stitute, therefore, a diabolic thesis that all waters of North America 
become a shared resource of ras most will be drawn off for the 
benefit of the Untted States 2°00 1. ist S rob vous that if we nae a 
bargain to divert water to the U.S., we cannot ever discontinue or we 
Wis deeboce sf ONCE, Osconipess compliance". / 

Since then Canada has embarked upon a number of large water dam 
and power projects from Labrador to British Columbia. They seem to be 
unrelated but looked at in total it appears evident that they form part 
of an Tes continental water & power program. This is denied by 
Federal and Provincial governments. 

In Canada rights to water have been nested in the Crown, sub- 
ordinating the rights of individuals and companies to the public 
interest but there is a plethora of Departments, agencies and status 
under which water is controlled. It is suggested that this is nogating 


the intent of having water control reserved for the people of Canada. 


3 

A federal publication in 1969 listed 9 departments and I2 crown 
corporations and agencies involved in water at the Federal level 
alone.© 

Legislature authority, on the use of water resources in 
divided in Canada. 

Domestic and industrial water supply, pollution control, power 
development, irrigation, reclamation and recreation are aie re- 
served to the provinces. 

Federal authority extends to navigation, fisheries, interprovincial 
and international matters and the development of’ Canada's water re- 
sources both present and future.” 

Loowing at what has happened in Ontario (and the same kinds of 
developments are going on now in all the province) we see that. 

"In October, 1965 the Prime Minister of Canada and the Premier of 
Ontario announced that the Governments of Canada and Ontario had agreed 
to undertake a series of co-ordinated studies of Ontario's northern 
water resources and related economic development. Provision was made 
for the establishment of a co-ordinating Committee representing the 
‘two governments...1!0 

' The Co-ordinating Committee prepared a statement of objectives 
for the study; as follows: 

"with respect to waters draining into James Bay and Hudson Bay in 
Ontario, to assess the quality and quantity of water resources for all 
purposes; to determine present and future requirements for such waters; 
att to assess alternative possibilities for the utilization of such 


waters locally or elsewhere through diversions." !! 


The statement unequivocal ly commits the committee to consi- 
deration of water diversion, but when raised in the Ontario 
Legislature in fall of 1969 by the Member from Thunder Bay (Jack 
Stokes) the Minister of Energy and Resources (George Kerr) said } 
"there is nothing in the federal job specifications to indicate 
that Ottawa is considering the export of water..." ! 

Raised in the House Commons by the member from Thunder Bay 
(Keith Penner) who suggested that the entire study was being con- 
ducted under a veil of secrecy the Honorable Otto E. Lang said "the 
studies are exercises in analyzing the nature of the resOurcesses 
that they are merely technical studies into the costs and possi- 
bilities" !4 

Ir other words responses to legitimate inquiry were evasive 
which only further heighten the apprehension which already existed. 
The veil of secrecy | suggest continues to be present. 

The U.S., on the other hand, has no allusions as to the purpose. 
Senator Moss in September (1) 1965 said in U. S. Senate " the Govern- 
ments of Canada and Ontario have now agreed to a northern river water 
survey to find out whether waters now flowing wastefully into the 
Hudson Bay might be diverted southward" !4 . 

lf we look at a map of the proposed dams: on the Severn, wWinieie 
Attamapasket, Albany and Moose Bees it is clear that whatever use 


may be made of the waters, they will ultimately end up in international 


waters. 


If the same is done in Qlébec, Manitoba and other provinces, 
it is clear that we are being tied into continental water and power 
deve lopment. | | 

The north for technocrats is a limitless call for great machines+ 
in pursuit of cost-benefit ratios!? based on a highly questionable 
notion of scalar economics (the alleged efficiency of large-scale 
enterprise) where what is save in so-called economies of sale is lost 
in dis-economies of life. 

Romantic advocates of northern development faseeere ated a myth 
of a hard and quel land which only requires massive effort to overcome. 

This is not true, the physical and economic vitality of the land 
and its society is low, soils are thin, vegetation delicate, and 
animal life is precarious. 

Such a land is easily destroyed and this will happen if massive 
diversion plans now on the drawing boards are implemented. Yet, little 
or no consideration has been given to sociological and ecological rami- 
fication, nor has any study been undertaken of the potential drawbacks 
in the face of the similar projects in the world have produced un- 
wanted and unforeseen side effects., e.g., Aswan Dam (16) 

And for whose benefit - the outsider whose traditional view has 
emphasized the maximization of international benefits - ene: orn 
rather than benefits available to residents already living in the area. 

Again, it is of interest to note that the National Museum of Man, 
Archaeological Division, has recently been changed to the Archaeological 
Survey of Canada responsible for immediate survey and salvage of areas 


which may be subject to inundation or other deliterious disturbance. 


Recently, the Ontario Department of Lands and Forests contacted 
me to determine what needed to be considered in a survey of a number 
of northern Ontario river basins which fay be inundated in the near 
future under a water use program. This clearly indicates that the 
proposals for water diversion in Ontario are well underway. Another 
important fact emerged from this interview. The inquiry apparently 
had little knowledge of the overall proposals for water diversion. 

Further, the reason given for the program was hydro-power 
generation, yet conversations with Ontario suggest that it is not 
their program. 

What is happening is what is called a "creeping event". 

This occurs when something is actually taking place but when the 
manifestations of the event are arranged to occur at an inconspicously 
gradual and piecemeal pace - thus avoiding some of the consequences 
which would follow from the event if it were meant perceived to 
be occurring. 

Furthermore, there appears to be a deliberate effort to minimize 
legitimate protest by the alleged neutrality of science and knowledge. 

We must become angry, in a socially meaningful way, bearing in 
mind that the military-industrial complex to the south has from the 
start an extraordinary number of advantages; ready access to the media, 
ability to stage events at will, and a well-integrated system of arrange- 


ments for achieving goals. 


Science and learning are assumed to be neutral regulatory agencies 
assumed to function as watchdogs for the public. Information contra- 
dicting these assumptions is treated as an exotic exception. 

It should be increasingly clear to everyone that there is a 
systematic invasion by an alliance of southern corporate and political 
power which exploits resources and people, fights wars and executes 
the innocent. Water and energy are essential to this position. We 
must stop the transfer of this power to U.S. control if we are to 


survive a separate country. 
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